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Finally, and most significantly, his statement is
cort:a::cte4 by mare credible testimony. The depocition of
Edgar T. Harvey, Jr., taken August 8, 1984 is clear that no
Gl waste went to Army Creek, . Harvey, who was the
operator of Army Creek from November 1, 1960 until 1963 or
64 (p.64), stated that during that time the site was used
exclusively for garbage and that liquids were not dumped at
the site. (p.140) Mereover, he testified that the County
did not allow the dumping of drums at this site. (p.141)
Mr. Harvey alsc hauled for GM during the period Army Creek
was in operaticn, but he stated that he never used the site
for the dumping of industrial wastes. (p.€6) This
testimony was confirmed by his son who stated that the
Harveys hauled only xecluewtxal and light commercial trash

to Army Creek. (5-714/86 Dep. of E. Thomas Harvey, III at

34)
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